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original claim 3. Applicants have also amended claim 10 to include the features of claim 12. 
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also rejected under 35 Ll.S.C' 112, second paragraph due to v dependency en claim 12. 
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subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 1 Although the MPEP § 2106.01 w ,m c that computer 

i per se may not be statutory subject matter, U also states that claims to a computer 
program in which structural and limcnonal mterrelabonships between the computer program and 
other claimed elements of a computer permit the computer program's bmetienality to be realized 
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Accordingly, Applicants submit that the preamble of claim 10 provides sufficient 
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in view of the tbregcang aniesmnsems and remarks, Applicants submit that the application 
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VppIiearuA uader^gnen atmoae> t an be reached at the address shown below. All 
telephone cabs should he directed to the undersigned at 6 17-52 1-7896. 
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Boston, MA 021 iO 
Telephone: (617) 542-5070 
bi cs T; ie: 6 542 89$ 
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